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Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the winch, gas spring, 
and cooperating trolleys (claim 20) claimed subject matter must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Objections 



Application/Control Number: 10/563,718 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3652 

The claims are generally objected to because of the following informalities: 
Applicant seems to go back and forth between use of "said" and "the" in the claims (see 
claims 4,7,8 and the grip limitations). For sake of examination it is assumed there is no 
intent to denote a difference by use of "the" versus "said". Appropriate correction is 
required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the said one grip" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For sake of examination it is assumed 
applicant meant "the at least one of the grips". 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "the first grip" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For sake of examination it is assumed 
applicant meant "a first grip of the two or more vacuum grips". 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the second grip" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For sake of examination it is assumed 
applicant meant "a second grip of the two or more vacuum grips". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2,4-8,11-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Tausheck (US 3,765,550). 

Re claims 1,11-19, Tausheck teaches a device for handling glass or other sheet 
material (generally B), said device being in the form of a wheeled trolley (generally A) 
and having at least one vacuum grip (generally G) for releasable attachment to the 
surface of the sheet to thereby support the sheet from the trolley, said trolley having at 
least one ground-engaging wheel (generally H,57,58), and means (generally F) 
enabling the height of the vacuum grip relative to the wheel to be adjusted. 

Re claim 2, Tausheck teaches the trolley comprises a support shaft (generally C) 
which extends upright in use of the trolley, and the vacuum grip mounted for movement 
along the shaft into a selected position with means (generally F) to secure the grip in the 
selected position. 

Re claim 4, Tausheck teaches device for handling glass or other sheet material 
(generally B), said device being in the form of a wheeled trolley (generally A) capable of 
manual manipulation and having a support shaft (generally C) which extends upright-in 
use of the trolley; two or more vacuum grips (generally G) mounted on the shaft for 
movement into selected positions along the shaft, and means (generally F) for 
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supporting at least one of the grips in a selected position along the shaft. 

Re claim 5, Tausheck teaches the means (generally F) for supporting the said 
one grip position comprises means (generally F) for locking the vacuum grip against 
movement relative to the shaft in the selected position. 

Re claim 6, Tausheck teaches the second vacuum grip (generally G) associated 
with means (generally F) for positively locking that grip to the shaft in a selected 
position. 

Re claim 7, Tausheck teaches the means (generally F) for supporting the said 
one grip being capable of permitting controlled lowering of that grip relative to the shaft 
under the weight of the sheet carried by the grip. 

Re claim 8, Tausheck teaches the means for supporting the first grip comprises a 
winch system (generally F) carried by the trolley, a winch cable of the winch system 
passing downwardly relative to the shaft, the first grip being attached to a lower end 
portion of the winch cable such that operation of the winch is effective to raise the first 
grip and the sheet carried thereby, and the winch is controllable to permit lowering of 
the first grip and the sheet carried thereby under the weight of the sheet. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable overTausheck 
(US 3,765,550) in view of Corley (US 3,417,877). 

Re claim 3, Tausheck is silent regarding apertures but Corley teaches shaft 
(generally 1 1 2) has a series of apertures (generally 1 22) spaced lengthwise of the shaft 
and the support grip (generally 120) secured in a selected position by engagement of a 
removable lock member (generally 1 1 1 ) in a selected one of the apertures in order to 
allow use in a greater variety of situations. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have tried modifying 
Tausheck by Corley to have a series of apertures spaced lengthwise of the shaft and 
the support grip secured in a selected position by engagement of a removable lock 
member in a selected one of the apertures in order to achieve the predictable result of 
allowing use in a greater variety of situations. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tausheck 
(US 3,765,550) in view of Krawczyk (US 6,299,184). 

Re claim 9, Tausheck is silent regarding gas springs, however Krawczyk teaches 
a trolley use of gas springs (column 2, lines 4-9) in order to hold and bias a support in a 
desired direction. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have tried modifying Tausheck by Krawczyk to have the 
means for supporting the first grip in a selected position comprises a gas spring in order 
to achieve the predictable result of holding and biasing the support as desired and thus 
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being capable of controlled lowering of the first grip under the weight of the sheet 
carried thereby. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tausheck (US 3,765,550) in view of Bell (US 3,643,935). 

Re claim 1 1 , Tausheck teaches the second grip is mounted on the shaft for 
sliding movement along the, the two grips being coupled for co-joint movement when 
both are attached to the sheet but does not teach the grips sliding independently. Bell 
teaches a trolley with grips (38,48,42,53) sliding independently in order to allow easier 
handling of different sized items. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have tried modifying Tausheck by Bell to 
have grips sliding independently in order to achieve the predictable result of allowing 
easier handling of different sized items. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tausheck (US 3,765,550). 

Re claim 20, Tausheck is silent regarding use of more than one of the devices 
but It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have tried modifying Tausheck to have two separate dollies used together 
in order to achieve the predictable result of easier handling of especially long or large 
sheets. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Schram (US 3,051 ,331 ) teaches a similar device. 
Fujita (US 4,884,938) teaches a similar device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Scott Lowe whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6929. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-4:30pm M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saul Rodriguez can be reached on (571)272-7097. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Michael Scott Lowe/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3652 
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